Introduction
Turkey's Justice and Development Party (AKP) has been compared to many other parties and movements both from Turkey and from abroad, including the Christian democratic parties of Europe, 1 Islamist and secular movements and parties from the Arab world, 2 social democratic parties in Latin America, 3 third way parties of Europe, 4 Republicans of the US, 5 and centerright and Islamist parties of Turkey. 6 In these efforts, scholars looked at different aspects of the party such as the political/ideological background of the leadership, 7 characteristics of the voter base, 7 Erhan Doğan, among others, calls attention to "the Islamist background of the leadership cadre" of the AKP, Basheer M. Nafi refers to AKP leaders' "strong roots in the Islamic Refah Party", and Mounir Shafiq argues that the AKP cannot be described "as an Islamist party only because of its origins", drawing attention to the similar case of the Palestinian movement Fatah, which for a long time was "accused of being a branch of the 'Muslim Brotherhood'". produced by the party, 10 policies followed once in power, 11 the lifestyles of leaders and their families, 12 or a combination of these. The names and adjectives used to describe the party have varied greatly and can be placed in three broad categories:
1. Some authors choose adjectives that focus attention on the relationship of the party to Islamist politics in Turkey, each describing this relationship in a different way: an "Islamist" party, 13 a "pro-Islamic" 14 or "pro-Islamist" 15 party, "a party with a moderate Islamist orientation", 16 an "Islam-sensitive" party, 17 an "Islam-friendly party", 18 a party providing "political leadership" to "the Islamic movement" in Turkey, 19 critical Islamism" of 1990s as opposed to "collective Islamism" of 1970s, 36 and a "non-Islamist" party as opposed to the "post-Islamism of Virtue Party". 37 Such descriptions imply that the AKP is best understood not as the latest incarnation of an Islamist party or as a member of the center-right party family, but as a novel phenomenon with no historical precedent.
The different descriptions alone are sufficient evidence that the AKP is "a strange, hybrid political formation" 38 defying easy classification. This article will make yet another effort at classifying the AKP, comparing it with all the political parties in Turkey that have competed and won seats in the parliamentary elections since the 1950s, making use of election manifestos and the coding done by the Manifesto Project (previously Manifesto Research Group/Comparative Manifestos Project MRG/CMP). After explaining the data and the methods used, my focus will be on comparing and contrasting the AKP with center-right and Islamist parties, but I will also try to locate the party in a wider ideological space. Then, party competition in recent elections will be examined, with a focus on relative positions of the parties on major issue dimensions identified in previous sections, and how these positions have changed from election to election. The concluding section argues that the findings are also relevant to a debate in the voting behavior literature, between sociological and rational choice approaches, and suggests that future studies making combined use of textual analysis, survey data and an analysis of policies would be able to answer additional questions.
Data and Methods
The controversy over defining and classifying the AKP partly results from the fact that different researchers use different methodologies, looking at different aspects of the party, and it may well be the case that there are inconsistencies between these different aspects. This article, looking at the manifestos of the party in successive elections and comparing them with manifestos of other parties, is not in a position to resolve this controversy. The conclusions made are solely based on an analysis of discourse, without consideration of the party's actual policies, voter base, or organizational structure. It does, however, provide a systematic analysis of one crucial part of the discourse of the party, the election manifestos, which has a number of advantages compared to other methods for studying the discourse of the party. Many studies examining the discourse of the party make use of leaders' speeches on various occasions or the party program. These two strategies suffer from different defects. Analyzing party leaders' speeches usually takes the form of convenient quotations to support the author's views concerning the position of the party, with a necessary arbitrariness that accompanies this practice. Party leaders make a lot of speeches, talk about many issues, take different positions in line with current events and developments, and it does not take much effort to find sound bites declaring any number of positions. Unless one makes an effort to examine all or a systematic selection of a party leader's speeches, quotes from such speeches will serve only demonstrative purposes.
The other strategy, examining the party program, solves this problem by focusing on a document that is the official, and arguably the single most important, text laying out the position of the party, but it suffers from another deficiency: party programs are usually written at the formation of the party and are rarely subject to revision, whereas the position of a party concerning various issues changes over time, or new positions are created as new issues not foreseen in the program arise.
Studying party election manifestos provides a fine compromise between these two strategies: they are official texts with a respectable claim to lay out the position and promises of the party (solving the problem of arbitrariness associated with unsystematic analysis of party leaders' speeches), and they are subject to periodic revision, being written anew each election cycle (unlike party programs). For this reason, the study of election manifestos is invaluable for assessing a party's positions on issues it considers important enough to be covered in the manifesto, and subsequent changes in these positions.
The Manifesto Project is an ambitious effort for detailed coding of the election manifestos of major political parties in more than 50 countries. It places each and every quasi-sentence in election manifestos in one of 56 content categories, 39 ranging from international relations to economy to issues of freedom and democracy. Thus, it becomes possible to compare parties not only over selected policy issues such as international relations or economic policies, but over the totality of the promises they make on the eve of elections. For the purposes of this paper, the dataset also allows a systematic comparison of the AKP not only with Islamist and center-right parties but with all Turkish parties that competed in elections since 1950s and won seats in the parliament.
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The dataset shows the amount of space particular policy issues took up in each manifesto. For example, economic issues made up 32,5% of all the quasi-sentences in the AKP's manifesto in the 2011 elections, 41 whereas quasi-sentences on international relations made up 7,6% of the manifesto. 42 In comparison, the CHP devoted 23,4% and 8,3% of its 39 See Appendix for these categories. For more information on the Manifesto Project and the coding scheme, see the project website at https://manifesto-project.wzb.eu/. 40 The project asks researchers in individual countries to code manifestos of "relevant parties", which are defined as "those parties that win seats in their respective election" (see Annika Werner, Onawa Lacewell, and Andrea Volkens. Manifesto Coding Instructions. 4th Edition.) The dataset, available from the project website, contains data on the manifestos of all relevant parties that competed and won seats in the multi-party elections since 1950 in Turkey, a total of 54 manifestos. The dataset, however, contains only one manifesto for the Democratic Party in the 1950, 1954 and 1957 elections, and similarly only one manifesto for the Nationalist Action Party for the 1961, 1965, 1969, 1973 and 1977 elections. In other words, two manifestos of the DP from 1950s, one manifesto of the MP from 1960s, and four manifestos of the MHP from 1960s and 1970s are missing. Although their inclusion would definitely influence the calculations made, this is a small number in a dataset containing 54 manifestos, and the substantial validity of the conclusions reached remains intact, with the caveat that they apply to a slightly smaller number of manifestos. 41 This is the sum of the individual percentages of the 16 economy related categories (codes 401 to 416, see note 13 for more information), making up the domain of economy. 42 This is the sum of the individual percentages of the 10 categories on international relations (codes 101 to 110, see note 13) making up the domain of external relations.
manifesto to these issues, respectively, in 2011. This issue-emphasis perspective allows us to assess not only the specific positions that the parties took regarding issues, but also the relative emphases they placed on each issue category. For example, both the AKP and the CHP had positive things to say about European integration (code 108 -European Integration: Positive) prior to the 2011 elections, but the relative emphases they placed on this issue differed: EU-positive quasi-sentences made up 0,4% of the AKP manifesto, compared to 1,3% of the CHP manifesto, which is a richer form of information regarding parties' discourses, supplementing our knowledge on the positions of the parties vis-à-vis individual issues with information on the relative emphasis each issue received.
Center-Right or Islamist? The Perennial Debate
Many scholars cannot resist the temptation to join the debate on whether the AKP is an Islamist or a center-right party, and this debate is a heated one. Kardaş, for example, has argued that some authors explain the AKP with reference to Islamism because this is their area of specialization (quipping "to someone with a hammer, everything looks like a nail").
43
On the other hand, Birkiye describes the party as a "light fundamentalist" party, with its "first attack […] directed at the institutions of Republican ideology".
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The debate will doubtless continue, but the Manifesto Project dataset on Turkish parties' election manifestos allows us to see where AKP stands, manifesto-wise, compared with the center-right parties and Islamist parties in Turkey. To see whether the AKP manifestos are closer to the manifestos of center-right parties -namely the DP (Democratic Party), the AP (Justice Party), the ANAP (Motherland Party) and the DYP (True Path Party) -or to the Islamist parties of the MSP (National Salvation Party) and the RP (Welfare Party), we can use inverse factor analysis. Inverse factor analysis is a method that allows grouping observations (in our case individual manifestos) on the basis of their similarities or dissimilarities with one another over a number of variables (in our case the 56 content categories). 45 In other words, manifestos which are closer to one another in terms of the relative emphases they place on policy issues will be grouped together. This act of classification will not be made on the basis of a single policy issue, such as religion or relations with the EU, but on the basis of all policy issues covered in these manifestos. Table 1 reports the results of an inverse factor analysis conducted with a pool of manifestos including the AKP, center-right parties (DP, AP, ANAP, and DYP) and Islamist parties (MSP, RP, and FP). 46 The picture that emerges from this table is that the AKP, in all elections so far, was clearly grouped together with center-right parties and separately from Islamist parties. The first group, which brings together four AP manifestos from the 1960s and 1970s, four ANAP manifestos from the 1980s and 1990s, all three AKP manifestos from the 2000s, and the FP manifesto from 1999, clearly represents the center-right tradition in 43 Kardaş, "Turkey under the Justice", 178. 44 Birkiye, "Changes in the Cultural Policies", 272. 45 In regular factor analysis, on the other hand, the objective is to bring similar variables together. 46 Although the scree plot of eigenvalues indicated three factors, only two factors were extracted to see how AKP manifestos would be grouped.
Turkish politics. The second group, which is dominated by five Islamist manifestos (two MSP manifestos from the 1970s and three RP manifestos from the 1980s and 1990s), also includes the one DP manifesto from the 1950s, the AP's 1977 manifesto, DYP manifestos from 1987 and 1991, and the ANAP's 1995 manifesto. All AKP manifestos are in the first group, and all MSP and RP manifestos are in the second group. That the first group represents the center-right tradition and the second group the Islamist tradition is also clear from the issue areas emphasized by each. The top five policy issues that are prioritized by the first group are "Governmental and administrative efficiency", "Technology and infrastructure", "Economic goals", "Agriculture and farmers", and "Welfare state expansion". The second group, on the other hand, prioritizes "Political authority", "Economic goals", "Traditional morality: positive", "National way of life: positive", and "Democracy". The high placement of "Traditional morality: positive" and "National way of life: positive" categories in the second group, and their conspicuous absence from the first list justifies calling the latter the center-right and the former the Islamist grouping.
Three other observations are also due regarding this classification. First, the FP manifesto from 1999 is clearly placed within the center-right category, which means that the move towards the center, at least manifesto-wise, started with the FP not the AKP. Second, the AP clearly started out as a center-right party, but gave increasingly more emphasis to nationalist/Islamist issues under Demirel, especially in the 1970s when it faced competition for the first time from Erbakan's MSP, finally culminating in 1977 in a manifesto with a higher Islamist than center-right score. (Note the increase in AP's Islamist score from a mere 0,090 in 1961 to a whopping 0,898 in 1977.) This tendency continued with the DYP in 1987 and 1991 elections, and it was only under Çiller in 1995 and 1999 elections that the DYP returned to a manifesto with a stronger center-right emphasis. A similar movement towards Islamist issues and then back to center-right is also observed in ANAP manifestos. After a steady increase in its Islamist score from 0,086 in 1983 elections to 0,623 in 1995 elections, in which the RP won the most seats, the ANAP returned in 1999 to a stronger center-right emphasis. Third, the one DP manifesto we have from the 1950s is clearly in the Islamist group, but without access to all DP manifestos from 1950s, this fact alone is not sufficient to speculate about the relative weight of Islamist and center-right issues in the DP's overall discourse.
The overall picture that emerges from this effort is that the AKP manifestos are closer to the manifestos of center-right parties than to those of Islamist parties, but parties traditionally labeled center-right also published, from time to time, manifestos that were more Islamist in their issue emphasis than center-right. 
A Wider Perspective: Where AKP Stands
The previous section tried to answer the question whether the AKP is closer to center-right or Islamist parties. Where the AKP stands in terms of policy emphases (as opposed to in terms of distance from center-right and Islamist parties) is another matter that requires a different approach. In this section, I first conduct a regular factor analysis to identify the main discourses used by Turkish parties in their election manifestos, 47 and then look at which of these discourses are more prominent in AKP's manifestos.
Factor analysis is used to group associated variables together, trying to identify the underlying "factor" or factors that cause these variables to move in tandem. Applied to the manifesto data, factor analysis should identify which policy issues tend to be bundled together in individual manifestos, with each factor constituting a separate discourse. Thus, a factor analysis was conducted with a pool containing the manifestos of all Turkish parties that competed and won seats in the multi-party elections since 1950.
48 Figure 1 shows the scree plot of eigenvalues for this factor analysis, which suggests five factors to be extracted. Table  2 reports the results of the factor analysis conducted. Looking at the content categories that are most important for each factor, and the manifestos that received the highest scores for that factor, the five factors extracted were named 'new left', 'technocratic', 'old left', 'nationalist', and 'free market'. Together these factors account for 40% of the variation in manifestos' discourses.
The 'new left' discourse places a strong emphasis on issues such as anti-growth economy, social justice, Marxist analysis, anti-militarism, peace, decentralization and multiculturalism. These are the content categories with the highest factor loadings for this factor, in descending order. This discourse is employed most prominently in the BDP's 2011 manifesto, but also in the SHP 1987, CHP 2011, SHP 1991, and AKP 2011 manifestos. The 'technocratic' discourse focuses on issues of broad consensus that are likely to arouse few if any controversies in the Turkish context, such as protectionist economic policies (reflected in promises like 'increasing exports'), investment in technology and infrastructure, welfare state expansion, environmental protection, education expansion, and cultural activities. Other names for this discourse could be 'non-ideological', 'valence' or 'populist'. This discourse was a favorite of parties competing in the most recent elections, The 'free market' discourse is distinguished from others with its negative attitude towards labor groups, advocacy of a smaller welfare state, and emphasis on free enterprise. This discourse is employed most prominently by the MP's manifesto from the 1960s, but also by the ANAP 1995, ANAP 1999, AP 1965, and MHP 2011 manifestos.
After identifying the most prominent discourses in Turkish politics as such, 49 we can now move on to the question of where the AKP stands. This manifesto-based quantitative analysis also captures the change in the policies of the main opposition party, the CHP. The party underwent a leadership change in 2010, with Deniz Baykal leaving the post of chairmanship to Kemal Kılıçdaroğlu. Many analysts predicted a change in the position of the party from a more nationalist/secularist to a more social democratic stance. This is exactly the picture that emerges when we look at the party's scores in 2007 and 2011 in Figure 3 . The discourse of nationalism reached its peak in the CHP's 2007 manifesto, receiving equal emphasis with the technocratic discourse, whereas it fell to zero in 2011. Simultaneously, the new left discourse, avoided both in 2002 and 2007, jumped to 1,1, becoming the second most prominent component of the CHP's overall discourse in the 2011 elections. We can thus safely argue that the change in the leadership of the party is reflected in the change of the issues emphasized in its manifesto, with Kılıçdaroğlu moving the party away from nationalism and to some degree from free market ideas, to a new left discourse emphasizing social justice, an anti-military stance, decentralization and multiculturalism. 
Party Competition in the 2000s
Narrowing our focus on specific discourses instead of on parties, we can also make an analysis of party competition in successive elections. 50 The five discourses identified in the previous section are useful for comparisons involving all manifestos, recent and older, but to make comparisons involving the more recent elections only, we need to focus on three discourses: nationalist, technocratic and new left. These are the three discourses that have been heavily emphasized in the elections of the 2000s, whereas the other two are clearly 'owned' by manifestos used in earlier elections (see Table 2 ). There is also another justification for focusing on these three discourses: they are the ones that experienced the highest amount of election to election variation, 51 which means that the parties, when they decided to make changes in their positions, shifted their relative emphases on these three discourses. 
53
In the 2011 elections, all of the parties re-positioned themselves, with the MHP putting more emphasis on its nationalist discourse, the AKP giving positive emphasis to the nationalist discourse for the first time in its history (though at lower levels than the MHP), and the CHP abandoning the nationalist discourse completely after the leadership change mentioned above. This time, the AKP's move was the most interesting, and many observers tried to make sense of it, some arguing that it was a short-term and opportunistic pre-election shift intended to get more votes from the MHP's voter base.
54 MHP spokesmen even accused the AKP of "fake nationalism" and "unprincipled vote-hunting".
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The discourse that saw the second highest level of variation from election to election was the technocratic one. All the parties had positive scores for this discourse in all the elections considered, and the general direction of movement was towards heavier emphasis on the discourse (five out of six movements were upwards). The only downwards change was observed in the CHP's 2011 manifesto, but it was a modest one. Overall, then, it would be safe to argue that all the parties identified the technocratic discourse, which brings together issues such as investment in education, technology and infrastructure, cultural activities, environmental protection, welfare state expansion and increasing exports -all of which are relatively uncontroversial in the Turkish context -as a lucrative discourse that is best not left to the rivals, and tried to outbid one another. although there was an upwards shift in the latter. There was a radical re-arrangement, however, regarding the nationalist discourse, with the CHP leapfrogging MHP to occupy the uppermost position, and the AKP being differentiated from the other two parties by its avoidance of the issue.  2011 saw another re-arrangement, this time the CHP abandoning the nationalist discourse and significantly increasing its new left discourse. These simultaneous moves differentiated the party from both the MHP and the AKP in both dimensions: the AKP and the MHP were left with positive emphases on nationalism, and they occupied lower positions on the new left discourse compared to the CHP. On the technocratic discourse, the parties' positions were again not differentiable, though the overall upwards movement continued. 56 Many studies examining the placement of the Turkish parties on the left-right spectrum find the CHP to be to the left of the AKP, and the AKP to be to the left of the MHP. For one example, see Figure 6 .2 in Çarkoğlu and Kalaycıoğlu, Turkish Democracy Today. 
Conclusion
This paper used the Manifesto Project's data to study party competition in recent Turkish elections, with a focus on governing the AKP's position vis-à-vis current and historical party manifestos. Using inverse factor analysis on manifesto data coded into 56 content categories, the first section concluded that the AKP's manifestos were closer to those of center-right parties in Turkey, than to those of Islamist parties. The second section of the article first extracted the most salient issue bundles in Turkish parties' manifestos since 1950s, finding new left, technocratic, old left, nationalist, and free market discourses to be the most important. In the AKP's manifestos, the technocratic discourse was found to be the most important relative to other issues, receiving increasingly heavier emphasis in successive elections. In 2011, the party simultaneously branched out to nationalist and new left discourses too, meeting rivals on their own grounds. The last section compared parties' relative positions on the nationalist, technocratic, and new left discourses. In 2002, the parties' positions were virtually undistinguishable from each other on all three dimensions, whereas in 2007 and 2011 significant differences were observed between parties. In 2007 the AKP chose to differentiate itself from the other two parties by avoiding the nationalist discourse, a strategy followed by the CHP in 2011. Another strategy the CHP followed in 2011 was to place heavier emphasis on new left discourse compared to the other parties. According to many observers, one of the AKP's strategies in 2011 was to compete with the MHP for the nationalist vote, an observation borne out by the manifesto data. Parties' relative positions on the technocratic discourse remained the same in all three elections. Overall, the MHP emerges as the most stable of the three parties in terms of the relative emphases placed on different issues, whereas the AKP and the CHP prove to be more flexible.
A natural complement to the findings of this manifesto-based article would be surveybased studies of voting behavior. Whether the moves of the parties in the ideological space are reciprocated by corresponding moves among their electorates would be an interesting research question. More specific questions could include, for example, whether the CHP manifesto's embrace of the nationalist discourse in 2007 reflected a similar shift in the CHP voters' preferences, or a determined leadership acting independently of the party's rank and file. Was the AKP's simultaneous embrace of the new left and nationalist discourses in 2011 meant to appeal to two separate constituencies, one more nationalist the other more left-wing, or did it reflect a genuine effort to synthesize these two discourses? Are the MHP's voters happy with the party's consistency in its issue emphases, or do they expect more flexibility to increase chances of electoral success? Combined use of manifesto-based analyses and individual level survey data, which are increasingly more available in the Turkish context, would make it possible to answer these, and other, questions.
Manifesto-based analyses could also be combined with an analysis of policies to answer other important questions. For example, some of the policies followed by the AKP in its third term have been described by observers as Islamist. Sales of alcoholic drinks were more tightly regulated, elective courses on the Quran and the Prophet Muhammad's life were added to high-school curricula, and Erdoğan started to make more open references to Islam in his public speeches, all of which revived an old debate regarding AKP's ideological position in Turkish politics: Was it an Islamist party posing as a moderate, center-right party only to get votes and to avoid closure, as some of its critics argued when the party was first established? Or was the break with the Islamist National Outlook movement of Erbakan a sincere one? At the level of policies, the debate will doubtless continue on whether these policies are really 'Islamist' ones, reflecting a long-hidden plan to gradually Islamize Turkish society, only recently put into action now that the circumstances are allowing for it. Or are these policies 'normal' ones, naturally expected of any conservative party and within the confines of democratic politics, especially given the strong mandate the party received in election after election. At the level of official party discourse, however, we are not yet in a position to answer this question. As of this writing, the parties have not yet published their election manifestos for the upcoming 2015 parliamentary elections, and it is certainly plausible, given the AKP's flexibility in its discourse documented in this article, that the party will put more emphasis on religious issues this time, which would provide textual evidence for the 'return to Islamist roots' argument.
The findings are also relevant to the long-running debate between sociological approaches 57 and rational-choice approaches 58 in the voting behavior literature. The former tends to emphasize long-term factors such as group membership when examining individual voters' party preferences, and is successful in explaining overall stability in party systems and the make-up of political cleavages in a country, whereas it is not very helpful in explaining election to election changes. The latter, also known as the spatial approach, has the opposite strength: it predicts a dynamic electoral market in which voters have preferences on different issues, and choose the party that happens to offer positions that are closest to their individual preferences. Parties, on the other hand, adjust their positions from election to election, in search of ever more votes, trying to tap into new issues that happen to arise on the election's eve and to successfully predict which positions are most likely to be favored by large numbers of voters. This paper provides indirect support for the latter hypothesis, charting the sometimes dramatic shifts that Turkish parties underwent in 2000s. 
